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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment to the specification submitted on 02/13/2008 is acknowledged. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 12/03/2003 is being 
considered by the examiner. 

Election/Restrictions 

3. Applicant's election without traverse of Species III relating to claims 1 -1 2, 23-25 
and 30-35 in the reply filed on 02/13/2008 is acknowledged. Claims 13-22 and 26-29 
are withdrawn from consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claims 1-12, 30 and 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Anderson et al. (US Patent Number 6,912,31 1 B2). 

(1) regarding claim 1: 
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As shown in figure 2, Anderson et al. disclose a processor-readable medium 
comprising processor-executable instructions for processing print data (column 3, lines 
20-24; note that a removable memory card is considered as the processor- 
readable medium as the images stored in the medium have instructions to be 
executed), the processor-executable instructions comprising instructions for: 

filtering the print data to create grouped records (column 3, lines 50-54; note 
that the image is separated into two types of files or objects. Also, in lines 54-59, 
the types of planes are considered as the grouped records); 

analyzing the grouped records to extract templates used by the grouped records 
(column 3, line 63-column 4, line 1; note that the template files stores instructions 
of the application of the planes or grouped records to the images and the tags 
carry instructions to the operating system to obtain a graphics file and apply its 
data to an image); and 

merging the extracted templates to produce a merged template (column 6, lines 
5-11; note that the graphics data in the plane file i.e. the grouped record gets 
merged with template). 

(2) regarding claim 2: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, additionally comprising instructions for: 

creating a cover template for use with a document to be printed (column 6, lines 
61-67; note that user chooses a template from the template catalog to be applied 
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for printing), wherein the cover template is merged with the extracted templates into 
the merged template (column 6, lines 46-57; note that the template and image gets 
merged to be printed). 

(3) regarding claim 3: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, additionally comprising instructions for: 

adding records to the merged template (column 8, lines 43-48; note that the 
added record is considered as the color tag or the graphic text data); 

calculating an imposition for application to the merged template to which the 
records were added (column 8, lines 48-52; note that the position is justified at the 
actual size); and 

generating a ticket describing the merged template to which the records added 
(column 8, lines 53-58; note that the resided template is considered as the 
generated template), and generating pointers to assets used by the merged template 
(column 8, lines 62-67; note that per the specification of assets in the application 
on paragraph [0024], line 3, it is considered as the image. So, the image is resized 
to fit the target rectangles). 

(4) regarding claim 4: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 3, wherein analyzing the grouped records comprises instructions for: 
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extracting information from the grouped records (column 3, line 63-column 4, 
line 1; note that the template files stores instructions of the application of the 
planes or grouped records to the images and the tags carry instructions to the 
operating system to obtain a graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 

using the extracted information to determine which data, from among the print 
data, will be needed to complete the adding records to the merged template (column 4, 
lines 1-4; note that tags are the "hints" or instructions which automate the 
process of how and when to change or edit the image or template in order to 
merge them together properly). 

(5) regarding claim 5: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 3, wherein calculating an imposition to the merged template comprises 
instructions for: 

modifying the merged template to purge features that are not compatible with an 
output device to be used (column 6, lines 59-67; note that user selects template 
from the printer considering compatibility). 

(6) regarding claim 6: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, wherein filtering print data to create grouped records comprises instructions for: 
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grouping together like-sized material to from the grouped records (960, 980, 
figure 9; column 5, lines 15-21; note that the print area has layout that groups the 
like-sized images); and 

selecting from among the grouped records for fit on print media (1030, figure 10; 
column 6, lines 11-13; note that the page information is set to fit the print media). 

(7) regarding claim 7: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, wherein filtering print data to create grouped records comprises instructions for: 

grouping together material according to commercial use (column 3, lines 25-31; 
note that Digital OS from Flashpoint Technology is utilized to accomplish what 
was stated above and it is considered to have a commercial use). 

(8) regarding claim 8: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, wherein filtering print data to create grouped records comprises instructions for: 

grouping together material according to printer destination (column 6, lines 59- 
67; note that user selects template from the printer considering compatibility). 

(9) regarding claim 10: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, wherein analyzing the grouped records comprises instructions for: 
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extracting information from the grouped records (column 3, line 63-column 4, 
line 1; note that the template files stores instructions of the application of the 
planes or grouped records to the images and the tags carry instructions to the 
operating system to obtain a graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 

using the extracted information to locate templates, field descriptors and fonts 
used by the grouped records (700, figure 7; column 5, lines 37-44; note that the 
template file includes field descriptors i.e. layout list, plane list and font format 
list). 

(10) regarding claim 11: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, wherein merging the extracted templates comprises instructions for: merging all 
features of the extracted templates into the merged template (figure 10; column 6, 
lines 1-13; note that the extracted template 1020 and 1010 get merged into the 
merged template 1030). 

(11) regarding claim 12: 

As shown in figure 2, Anderson et al. disclose a system comprising: 

a filter to filter print data to create grouped records (column 3, lines 50-54; note 

that the image is separated into two types of files or objects. Also, in lines 54-59, 

the types of planes are considered as the grouped records); 
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an analyzer to analyze the grouped records to extract templates used by the 
grouped records (column 3, line 63-column 4, line 1; note that the template files 
stores instructions of the application of the planes or grouped records to the 
images and the tags carry instructions to the operating system to obtain a 
graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 

a template merger to merge the extracted templates to produce a merged 
template (column 6, lines 5-11; note that the graphics data in the plane file i.e. the 
grouped record gets merged with template). 

(12) regarding claim 30: 

As shown in figure 2, Anderson et al. disclose a method for processing print data, 
the method comprising: 

filtering the print data to create grouped records (column 3, lines 50-54; note 
that the image is separated into two types of files or objects. Also, in lines 54-59, 
the types of planes are considered as the grouped records); 

analyzing the grouped records to extract templates used by the grouped records 
(column 3, line 63-column 4, line 1; note that the template files stores instructions 
of the application of the planes or grouped records to the images and the tags 
carry instructions to the operating system to obtain a graphics file and apply its 
data to an image); and 
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merging the extracted templates to produce a merged template (column 6, lines 
5-11; note that the graphics data in the plane file i.e. the grouped record gets 
merged with template). 

(13) regarding claim 32: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the method as recited in claim 30, wherein 
analyzing the grouped records comprises instructions for: 

extracting information from the grouped records (column 3, line 63-column 4, 
line 1; note that the template files stores instructions of the application of the 
planes or grouped records to the images and the tags carry instructions to the 
operating system to obtain a graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 

using the extracted information to locate templates, field descriptors and fonts 
used by the grouped records (700, figure 7; column 5, lines 37-44; note that the 
template file includes field descriptors i.e. layout list, plane list and font format 
list). 

(14) regarding claim 33: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the method as recited in claim 30, wherein 
analyzing the grouped records comprises instructions for: 

extracting information from the grouped records (column 3, line 63-column 4, 
line 1; note that the template files stores instructions of the application of the 
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planes or grouped records to the images and the tags carry instructions to the 
operating system to obtain a graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 

using the extracted information to determine which data, from among the print 
data, will be needed to complete the adding records to the merged template (column 4, 
lines 1-4; note that tags are the "hints" or instructions which automate the 
process of how and when to change or edit the image or template in order to 
merge them together properly). 

(15) regarding claim 34: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the method as recited in claim 30, wherein 
merging the extracted templates comprises instructions for: merging all features of the 
extracted templates into the merged template (figure 10; column 6, lines 1-13; note 
that the extracted template 1020 and 1010 get merged into the merged template 
1030). 

(16) regarding claim 35: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the method as recited in claim 30, additionally 
comprising: 

calculating an imposition of application to the merged template by modifying the 
merged template to purge features that are not compatible with an output device to be 
used (column 6, lines 59-67; note that user selects template from the printer 
considering compatibility). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson etal. (US Patent Number 6,912,311 B2) in view of Vidyanand (US Patent 
Number 6,330,071 B1). 

(1) regarding claim 23: 

As shown in figure 2, Anderson et al. disclose a variable data print engine, 
comprising: 

means for filtering the print data to create grouped records (column 3, lines 50- 
54; note that the image is separated into two types of files or objects. Also, in 
lines 54-59, the types of planes are considered as the grouped records); 

means for analyzing the grouped records to extract templates used by the 
grouped records (column 3, line 63-column 4, line 1; note that the template files 
stores instructions of the application of the planes or grouped records to the 
images and the tags carry instructions to the operating system to obtain a 
graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 
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means for merging the extracted templates to produce a merged template 
(column 6, lines 5-11; note that the graphics data in the plane file i.e. the grouped 
record gets merged with template). 

Anderson et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except 
for specifically teaching a variable data print engine. 

However, Vidyanand discloses a variable data print job system (abstract, lines 
1-2; note that a variable data print job system is disclosed). 

Anderson et al. and Vidyanand are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor i.e. printing systems. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art to have a variable data print job system. 
The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been in order to reduce storage in 
the printer so that the master and variable jobs into a single job sent from the client to 
the printer without the printer storing the data (abstract, lines 1-4). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine Anderson et al. with Vidyanand to obtain the invention 
as specified in claim 23. 

(2) regarding claim 24: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the variable data print engine as recited in claim 
23, additionally comprising instructions for: 

means for creating a cover template for use with a document to be printed 
(column 6, lines 61-67; note that user chooses a template from the template 
catalog to be applied for printing), wherein the cover template is merged with the 
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extracted templates into the merged template (column 6, lines 46-57; note that the 
template and image gets merged to be printed). 

(3) regarding claim 25: 

Anderson et al. further disclose the variable data print engine as recited in claim 
23, additionally comprising instructions for: 

means for adding records to the merged template (column 8, lines 43-48; note 
that the added record is considered as the color tag or the graphic text data); 

means for calculating an imposition for application to the merged template to 
which the records were added (column 8, lines 48-52; note that the position is 
justified at the actual size); and 

means for generating a ticket describing the merged template to which the 
records added (column 8, lines 53-58; note that the resided template is considered 
as the generated template), and generating pointers to assets used by the merged 
template (column 8, lines 62-67; note that per the specification of assets in the 
application on paragraph [0024], line 3, it is considered as the image. So, the 
image is resized to fit the target rectangles). 

8. Claims 9 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al. (US Patent Number 6,91 2,31 1 B2) in view of Lynch et al. (US Patent 
Number 7,130,842 B2). 
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(1) regarding claim 9: (103- meta data) 

Anderson et al. further disclose the processor-readable medium as recited in 
claim 1, wherein analyzing the grouped records comprises instructions for: 

extracting meta data from the group records (column 3, line 63-column 4, line 
1 ; note that the template files stores instructions of the application of the planes 
or grouped records to the images and the tags carry instructions to the operating 
system to obtain a graphics file and apply its data to an image); and 

using the meta data to determine templates used by the grouped records 
(column 4, lines 17-26; note that the templates are determined in correspondence 
with the plane files). 

Anderson et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except 
for specifically teaching wherein the information extracted being a meta data. 

However, Lynch et al. disclose wherein the information data being a meta data 
(column 2, lines 13-19; note that meta data is utilized to describe the documents). 

Anderson et al. and Lynch et al. are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor i.e. processing of electronic documents. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art wherein the 
information extracted being a meta data. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would 
have been in order to process different application specific objects which enhance 
reliability (column 2, lines 26-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
Anderson et al. with Lynch et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 9. 
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(10) regarding claim 31: 

Anderson et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except 
for specifically teaching filtering data obtained from enterprise resource planning 
software. 

However, Lynch et al. disclose filtering data obtained from enterprise resource 
planning software (column 2, lines 6-12; note that ERP system is utilized to 
process and obtain meta data). 

Anderson et al. and Lynch et al. are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor i.e. processing of electronic documents. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skilled in the art to filter data obtained 
from enterprise resource planning software. The suggestion/motivation for doing so 
would have been in order to process different application specific objects which 
enhance reliability (column 2, lines 26-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Anderson et al. with Lynch et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 
31. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Barada et al. (US Patent Number 6,330,072 B1) disclose a method and 
apparatus for combining and ordering objects from a plurality of color PDL files 
representing separations to a display list of the appropriate order. 



Application/Control Number: 10/727,241 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2625 

Gauthier (US Patent Number 6,687,01 6 B1 ) discloses a method of utilizing 
variable data fields with a page description language. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Hilina Kassa whose telephone number is (571 ) 270- 
1676. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore could be reached at (571) 272- 7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about PAIR system, see http://pari-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Hilina S Kassa/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
April 8, 2008 

/Mark K Zimmerman/ 
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